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PER CURI AM

Victorine Ankongbe Anga, a native and citizen of
Canmeroon, petitions for reviewof the Board of I nmm gration Appeal s’
(Board) order affirmng the inmgration judge’ s denial of her
notion to reopen.

Pursuant to 8 U.S. C. 8§ 1252(b)(1) (2000), “[t] he petition
for review nust be filed not later than thirty days after the date
of the final order of renoval.” This tinme period is
“jurisdictional in nature and nust be construed wth strict

fidelity to[its] ternms.” Stone v. INS, 514 U. S. 386, 405 (1995).

Moreover, it is well established that the Board' s denial of a

nmotion to reopen is a final order of renoval. See Rose v.

Wool wi ne, 344 F.2d 993, 994-95 (4th G r. 1965).

Anga’s petition was filed thirty-three days after the
Board' s affirmance of the immgration judge’ s denial of the notion
to reopen; thus, her petition was untinely. Absent jurisdictionto
review the nerits of this claim we dismss Anga’'s petition. W
di spense wi th oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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